The manuscript describes results of atmospheric measurements obtained at a high-altitude station at the edge of the Tibetan Plateau. Observations in that region are highly relevant, but still sparse, which emphasizes the value of this manuscript. However, there are a few deficiencies the authors should consider addressing before publication in ACP. First of all, the investigations cited refer to work related to mid-latitudes. This is highly welcome, but downward transport in the subtropics is more controlled by the subtropical jet stream. Therefore, the relevant literature must be included. Also, the role of the monsoon in vertical exchange and the position of the jet stream require more details including literature.
(2) Abstract, lines 11-12: Is there a way to specify how significant this contribution is? Even a rough estimate ("of the order of ....") would be better than the phrase used.
(3) Abstract: The comparison with the jet-stream seasonality is missing.
(4) P. 1825, line 3: These stations are not necessarily remote, better remove "remote".
(5) P. 1825, following line 18: Here, an introduction to the importance of STT along the subtropical jet stream (STJ), its seasonality and the influence of the monsoon is expected. This cannot be omitted since the situation in the mid-latitudes cannot be fully transferred to Tibet. The importance of the STJ had been underestimated until the late 1990s. This is a time when case studies started (e.g., Cammas et al. (10) P. 1828, line 21: "the case study" was (if I did not miss it) not yet introduced. If this is the case, please, write "in a case study described in Sect. 3.3".
(11) P. 1829, lines 1 and 2: Lower stratospheric CO is not immediately low above the tropopause. Above the transition zone values down to 20 ppb have been reported; at midlatitude summit stations mostly values of 80-100 ppb arrive in STT air. If this is different in Tibet this could be discussed somewhere in the paper (see (23) further below). 
Figures:
(1) Fig. 1 : Cite Google Maps?
(2) Fig. 6 , line 5: "actually negative, but"; axis title "Y indicator" should be slighty separated from "Correlation coefficient".
(3) Figs. 8 and 9 : The panels and the text is too small.
(4) Fig. 10 : I do not see any red feature.
(5) Fig. 12 : "above specific trajectory pressure" (levels?) is absolutely unclear.
Style
(1) P. 1824, line 26: Change to "from the stratosphere". Articles are missing at many places in the paper. Please, re-examine carefully. This review is not necessarily complete.
(2) P. 1825, line three: Same!
(3) P. 1825, line 15: Remove semicolon behind "2012".
